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DIS 1 521 A 

To those individuals and organisations 30 July 1 993 

on the attached circulation list 



Dear Sir or Madam 

THE IDENTIFICATION AND REGISTRATION OF ANIMALS 

1 . I am sending you details of our proposals to implement 
EC Directive 92/102, on the registration and identification 
of animals. I would appreciate it if you sent any comments 
you have to me, John FitzGerald, by 1 0 September 1993. 

2. EC Directive 92/102 is primarily concerned with the 
tracing of bovine animals, sheep, goats and pigs within the 
Community for the purposes of disease control . Animal 
identification is clearly an important part of this process. 

3. The requirements of the Directive will also: 

- support control systems for subsidy payments, and help 
prevent fraud. 

- provide a basis for more effective consumer protection, 
for example, in residue tracing. 

4. The main obligations laid down by the Directive are: 

- A central register of all holdings which keep animals 
covered by the Directive must be established. 

- Keepers of pigs, sheep, goats and cattle must keep certain 
specified records on the holding. 

- Markets and collection centres must keep records provided 
by the vendor and purchaser. 

- Cattle must be identified by an ear tag bearing a unique 
alpha-numeric code no longer than fourteen digits. 

- These ear tags have to be distributed and applied to the 
animals in a manner determined by the competent authority . 

- Pigs, sheep and goats have to be identified by an ear tag 
or tattoo which identifies the holding of origin, except for 
movements within the territory of Great Britain; here a 
national system can be established (subject to EC approval) 
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which identifies the holding from which the animals came and 
the holding on which they were born. 

5. The following paragraphs 6 to 22 relate in turn to 
cattle, for which the requirements come into force on 1 
January 1994, to pigs, again from 1 January 1994, and to 
sheep and goats from 1 January 1995. 

CATTLE OWNERS AND KEEPERS 

6. Holdings should already be registered. We intend to 
send to each occupier a registration document which confirms 
the details held on our computer. This should be retained 
and used in further correspondence. 

7. All calves born after 1 January 1994 would have to have 
two approved tags, with the same unique identification code 
on both, inserted within 36 hours or 7 days of birth in 
accordance with present legislation. It will not be the 
Government's intention to specify either the type of 
approved tag to be used (i.e. metal or plastic) or in which 
ear or ears the tags are to be placed, since different 
farmers will have different needs. However MAFF intends to 
publish guidance notes to help owners and keepers in this 
area. Cattle born before 1 January 1994 do not need to have 
a second tag inserted or be re tagged unless tags applied 
prior to 1 January 1994 become lost, when one replacement 
tag will have to be inserted. The number of the 
replacement should be cross referenced against the number of 
the lost tag in the on farm records. 

The system for buying original tags and replacement tags 

8. We have identified four alternative ways to control the 
issue of tags. 

A) Tag manufacturers or suppliers will be allowed to sell 
the new approved tags only on production of an authorisation 
signed by an official in the local Animal Health Office or 
Regional Service Centre. Tag suppliers or manufacturers 
will be required to endorse and keep the authorisation, and 
cattle owners or keepers required to keep records of tag 
purchase and use, together with the other on-farm records. 
Two authorisations will be issued, so that owners or keepers 
have the choice of going to two different manufacturers, if, 
for example, they wanted to use a combination of metal and 
plastic tags. When another batch of tags is needed, the 
owner or keeper must return to the original suppliers or 
manufacturers, whose records would show what number in the 
series had been reached and could order further tags in the 
series . 
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B) The local Animal Health Office or Regional Service 
Centre could authorise every purchase of tags by the farmer, 
and would record this themselves. The farmer would present 
the ear tag supplier with the authorisation and purchase the 
tags . 

C) The farmer produces his registration document for the ear 
tag supplier or manufacturer, who supplies the tags and then 
notifies the local Animal Health Office or Regional Service 
Centre of the range of tags sold (eg UK AB1 234 nos. 1-250). 
This would then be recorded against the cattle owner's 
records . 

D) The farmer is required to keep detailed records of the 
tags purchased, how many have been used and how many remain, 
and to make these records available for inspection. 

The eartag code structure 

9. The new official tags will have the following code 
structure, eg UK AB1234 00001, where the. first two digits 
are the country code, the next group of digits are the herd 
mark (where this is shorter than six digits an asterisk may 
be used to show the end of the herd mark) . The last five 
digits are the bovine animal's individual number. The 
owner /keeper may be able to have tags where the zeroes at 
the beginning of the final number are smaller than the 
other digits, so that the official number can be used for 
management purposes. Generally, no other printed material 
should be put on an official tag, though additions such as a 
breed logo may be included, subject to Ministry approval. of 
designs on a case by case basis. We are considering 
allowing official plastic tags with a blank space underneath 
the code, so that owners could write in management details. 
However, no writing over the official tag number would be 
allowed . 

10. Replacement tags will have the code structure, eg UK 
AB1234 R0001 , where the first eight digits are as above. The 
R shows it to be a replacement, and the final four digits 
are a different series of numbers to those on the original 
tags. When a replacement tag is used, its number must be 
the next one in the series starting R0001 and must be 
cross-referenced to the original number in the on— farm 
records. When recording movements or deaths of animals, the 
original tag number and the replacement tag number must both 
be entered. 

11. We envisage that when the system of buying original tags 
and replacement tags is in place, authorised bodies, eg 
breed societies, will be allowed to control the issue of 
tags (within the agreed system for issuing tags), and could 
authorise purchase of customised replacement tags . Other 
forms of identification for management purposes such as 
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tattooing, freeze branding, electronic tagging, and herd 
management tags, may be applied in addition to, but not in 
place of, the official tags. Experimental husbandry farms 
and research centres, who test ear tags, may be given 
derogations from some of these provisions on welfare 
grounds . 

Record keeping 

12. Deaths must be recorded already. A running total of the 
number of cattle on the premises will have to be kept. 
Movement of animals to market or slaughterhouse will have to 
be accompanied by a movement document. A copy has to be 
sent with the animals to the market or slaughterhouse, to 
help them keep proper records. A purchaser from a market 
would send back a copy of his updated records for the market 
to keep. An extra copy may be necessary so farmers can 
send a copy to the local authority where a postal system of 
record inspection operates. We shall specify the minimum 
information that has to be kept in the movement record and 
propose a suggested format [see Annex A]. However, there 
will probably be no requirement to use this format. Cattle 
keepers will be able to obtain movement books commercially, 
from their local authority or devise their own versions. 

13. As at present, records must be kept for 10 years. If 
all stock are moved off a holding permanently, records must 
still be kept available for inspection for three years. 
Provision will be made for computerized records. We 
envisage requiring hard copies to be made each month, and 
back up copies of the information in case of power failure, 
accidental erasure or computer virus. For the movement 
document, a print out for the market or slaughterhouse will 
be sufficient. 



PIG OWNERS AND KEEPERS 
Registration 

14. Pig farmers will be asked to apply for registration in 
the Autumn and will be required to register by 1 January 
1994. The local Animal Health Office will assign each 
holding a herd mark. Where cattle are also kept on the same 
holding, the local Animal Health Offices will assign the 
same herd mark. Any owner or keeper who has not received a 
request to register by 1 December 1993 should contact their 
local Animal Health Office. A registration document will be 
sent confirming the details of the registration. 

Marking of pigs 

15. For movements within Great Britain, pigs would be 
identified with an ear tag, tattoo or slapmark, by ear 
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notching or by temporary marks, prior to leaving the 
holding. The tags and tattoos would carry the herd mark, 
with other details as above. MAFF guidance notes will 
include details of which tags are approved for different 
species. The official slapmark must be placed on the 
shoulder, and must not be hidden by any other slapmark. As 
with eartags, anyone wishing to place other information on 
an official slapmark, must clear the design with MAFF first. 
If an owner wishes to add a management number to the tag, it 
will be permissible, as long as the number is prefixed by 
the letter X, so the code would be, for example UK AB1234 
X001 . The X is necessary to ensure that the ear tag number 
does not duplicate a cattle ear tag number. The number of 
digits in the management number would be up to the owner. 
This system will have to be approved by the European 
Commission, as a derogation from the Directive. 

16. Pigs for export from Great Britain must be permanently 
marked with their country identifier and herd mark (eg UK 
AB1234), prior to leaving the holding. This can be done 
with either ear tag or tattoo. The exporter will be 
responsible for ensuring that the required marking is 
carried out. 

Record keeping 

17. On-farm records must show the total number of pigs 
present, though this does not have to be constantly updated 
and the frequency of revision will not be specified in the 
legislation. There is no requirement to keep records of 
individual animals. Again, the legislation will make 
provision for computerized records, with the same provisions 
as for cattle. These records must be kept available for 
inspection for three years . If all stock on the holding 
move away permanently, records must still be kept available 
for inspection for a further three years . 

18. All movements must be accompanied by movement 
documentation. The Department is considering how to 
integrate this with the requirements of the Movement and 
Sale of Pigs Order on which a separate consultation letter 
will be issued shortly. 

SHEEP AND GOAT OWNERS AND KEEPERS 

19. The new identification system is not due to start until 
1 January 1995, though we intend to start to register sheep 
and goat owners and keepers during 1994. Again, a 
registration document will eventually be sent out. There 
will be further consultation on this subject. 

Markina of sheep and goats 
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20. As with pigs, it will not be necessary to mark sheep or 
goats until they leave the holding. Approved tags or tattoos 
will be necessary for sheep, lambs or goats going for 
export. As with pigs the code will be the herd mark 
allocated by the local Animal Health Office (eg UK AB1234). 
If a management number is wanted, as with pigs it must be 
prefixed with an X, (eg UK AB1234 X001 ) . The reason for 
this is explained in paragraph 15. Again if any other 
information is to be put on an official tag, its design must 
be cleared with MAFF first. 

21 . A system for the marking of sheep has not been fully 
developed yet, but at the moment it is envisaged that 
temporary marks (eg paint marks) and movement documentation 
would be sufficient for movements between holdings within 
Great Britain, again subject to such a system being approved 
by the European Commission. A format for a movement 
document for sheep and goats will be proposed, though again, 
there will probably be no requirement to use that specific 
format . 

Record keeping 

22. For sheep and goats, an annual stock take is required, 
and it may be most convenient to combine this with the 
annual census. We would invite your suggestions as to the 
most suitable time for this. In addition, it will be 
necessary to keep a running record of the number of sheep 
eligible for ewe premium payments, perhaps together with 
other premium information. A movement document will have 
to accompany all movements to market or slaughterhouse or 
where temporary marks are being used for identification. 
All records must be kept on farm for three years. If all 
stock move off a holding permanently, records will have to 
be kept available for inspection for a further three years. 
As with cattle and pigs, this information can be stored on 
computer . 

MARKETS AND SHOWGROUNDS 

23. Markets will be required to register as a holding in 
respect of the species that they handle, and keep movement 
records, provided by vendor and purchaser, of animals bought 
and sold at market. These records must be kept available 
for inspection for ten years for cattle records and three 
years for the records of pigs, sheep and goats. Although we 
are going to specify that all cattle carry two ear tags at 
all times, if a bovine animal born after 1 January 1994 
arrives at market with one tag, and there is no confusion 
over its identity, we propose to say that such an animal may 
be sold; however it must immediately have a replacement tag 
inserted when it reaches the holding of destination, unless 
this is a slaughterhouse. If market operators become the 
owners of animals, it is their responsibility to 
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ensure tagging requirements are met and records are filled 
out . 



SLAUGHTERHOUSES 

24. Slaughterhouses will have to register in respect of the 
species they handle, and should keep a copy of the movement 
document accompanying the animals . These records must be 
kept available for ten years if they are cattle records and 
three years if they are pig, sheep or goat records. If 
abattoirs buy direct from the market, they must complete 
movement documents, and return one copy to the market in the 
same way that other keepers of animals do. 

MANUFACTURERS OF MARKING EQUIPMENT 

25. The ear tag manufacturers will receive new 
specifications for cattle ear tags, and replacement tags, 
and sheep, goats and pig ear tags. There will be a new 
approval system for all tags and applicators. 

26. A small sample of all new tags for approval should be 
sent to MAFF, together with manufacturers' data on their 
performance in trials. These tags, if acceptable, will be 
provisionally approved. If they are not acceptable, a 
letter explaining their shortcomings, and suggesting 
possible improvements to the design will be sent out. After 
two years, if MAFF does not hear any criticism from their 
veterinary staff in the field, the tags will be fully 
approved. As from 1 November 1993, all currently approved 
tags which meet the new specifications will be fully 
approved. A shortlist of tags MAFF considers suitable for 
sheep, pigs and goats is being drawn up to assist farmers. 
If you wish your present tags to be considered for this 
shortlist, please send a sample batch (not already clipped 
together), with applicator and any relevant literature, 
including results of any trials, to Mr Neil Witney in Room 
B61 at the above address. The other implications for 
manufacturers are set out in the paragraphs above. 

COST IMPLICATIONS 

27. In considering proposals for new regulations, the 
Government places great importance on giving due weight to 
business' perception of the proposal's likely impact on 
business. To measure this impact, a Compliance Cost 
Assessment (CCA) is produced for all such proposals, 
including new regulations which would be necessary to 
implement EC directives, and made available to business on 
request. Therefore, it would be particularly helpful if you 
could identify and quantify any additional direct or 
indirect costs (recurring and non-recurring) that would be 
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likely to arise for your sector of business as a result of 
implementing these proposals . 



Recurring costs 



eg extra administrators , 
consumable materials 



Non-recurring costs - eg additional expenditure 

on computer systems and 
other capital expenditure 



28. In order to take your views into account, I would be 
grateful if you would send your comments to me in Room B39 
at the above address by September 1 0 . Our provisional CCA 
is attached [see Annex B] . 

COMMENTS 

29 . In order to help inform debate on the issues raised by 
this consultation document, MAFF intends to make publicly 
available, at the end of the consultation period, copies of 
the responses received. The main MAFF Library at 3 
Whitehall Place, London SW1A 2HH (tel: 071 270 8421) will 
supply copies on request to personal callers or telephone 
inquirers. It will be assumed, therefore, that your 
response can be made publicly available in this way, unless 
you indicate clearly that you wish all or part of your 
response to be excluded from this arrangement. 

30. If you have no objection to your response being made 
available for public examination in this way, please supply 
an additional copy of your response. 



Yours faithfully 
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ANNEX A 

MINIMUM INFORMATION THAT WILL BE REQUIRED FOR ON FARM 

RECORDS FOR CATTLE 



Breeding record 

Date of birth, death or loss 
Ear tag number 
Replacement tag number 
Breed 
Sex 

Dam's approved identification 
Premium Information 
General remarks 

Movement record 



Date of movement 

Ear tag number 

Replacement tag number 

Breed 

Age 

Sex 

Premium Information 

Holding from which moved, and/or name and address of person 
from whom delivery was taken 

Holding to which moved, and/or the name and address of 
person taking delivery 
General remarks 

Running Total of number on farm 
Date of movement 

Number of cattle moved onto or off the holding 
Total number of cattle on holding 
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ANNEX B 



PROVISIONAL COMPLIANCE COST ASSESSMENT 

IMPLEMENTATION OF E.C. DIRECTIVE 92/102 
ON THE IDENTIFICATION AND REGISTRATION OF ANIMALS 

Purpose and expected benefit of the measure 

1 . This measure will require all cattle, sheep, pigs 
and goats to be identified and registered in an 
appropriate approved manner as laid down by E.C. 
directive 92/102 to facilitate effective disease 
tracing. The record keeping and identification 
will also support the control systems for livestock 
subsidy payments, and provide a basis for more 
effective consumer protection. 

Business sectors affected 

2. Farmers- In England and Wales there are 137,213 
holdings with cattle, pigs, sheep or goats. 

The total for Scotland is 29,125. Of the 283,000 
farms assessed for tax in the U.K. in 1990, 134,000 
earned less than £10,000, and 69,000 less than 
£6000. 

Ear tag manufacturers- There are approximately 12 
manufacturers who sell tags authorised by MAFF. 

Auctioneers- There are 205 individual members of 
the Livestock Auctioneers Association, which covers 
England and Wales . 



Slaughterhouses- There are 515 in England, Wales 
and Scotland. 
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Markets- There are 700 in England, Wales and 
Scotland. 

City Farms- c. 50-60 in England, Wales and Scotland. 

Zoo keepers- c. 50-60 in England, Wales and 
Scotland. 

Compliance costs 

3 . The administrative costs for farmers should be 
minimal, since there are only a few additional 
pieces of information that are required to be 
recorded in on-farm records. 

The largest costs are likely to be the purchase of 
ear tags for all cattle, and the tagging or 
tattooing of sheep, goats and pigs being exported. 
Under this proposal, all cattle have to be 
double- tagged. If a tag is lost, a replacement tag 
is inserted. Sheep goats and pigs for export have 
to have an ear tag or tattoo. Estimates for the 
impact of this on a typical business are given 
below. 

Estimated compliance cost for a "typical" business in the 
sector principally affected 

4. The impact of this proposal will depend upon the 
number of livestock on the farm. The fewer the 
livestock, the lesser the impact. So, for 

the purposes of this exercise, a medium sized dairy 
farm in England has been chosen, using the figures 
in "Farm Incomes in the United Kingdom 1991/2" The 
two figures represent the cost if the farmer were 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



to buy the cheapest sort of tag, which costs 
about 1 5p, and then the most expensive tag which 
costs about 130p. The assumptions underlying these 



calculations are explained 



Non-recurrent costs 
Cost of tags 

Cost of replacement tags 
Additional Labour and 
administrative costs 

Total 

Recurrent costs (per year) 
Cost of tags 

Cost of replacement tags 
Additional Labour and 
administrative costs 

Total 

Percentage of Farm Cash 
Income 



in the annex 


« 


Ranae of 


estimates 


Low 


High 


£ 


£ 


17 


143 


3 


29 


30 


30 


50 


202 



17 


143 


3 


29 


27 


27 


47 


199 


16 


0.7 
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5. Total estimated compliance costs for all sectors 
or types of business likely to be affected 

Range of estimates 





Low 


High 




£ 


thousands 


Non-recurrent costs 






Cost of tags 
including replacements 


3103 


26889 


Administrative costs 


4993 


4993 


Total 


8096 


31882 


Recurrent costs 






Cost of tags 
including replacements 


3103 


26889 


Administrative costs 


4044 


4044 


Total 


7147 


30933 



Effects on international competitiveness 

6. All member states have to comply with E.C. 

directive 92/102, so the only slight disadvantage 
with other EC countries arises from the cost of 
double tagging. However, it is not known how other 
countries will implement this directive and it may 
be that they will opt for double tagging as well. 
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The reasons for implementing double tagging are 
given in paragraph 9 . Imports of beef from third 
country sources account for only 3.28% of the 
supplies in this country. Many of these countries 
will also tag cows . 

Extent of consultation 

7. Statistical Information: - 

The Digest of Agricultural census statistics 1991 

Agriculture in the United Kingdom 1992 

Farm Incomes in the United Kingdom 1991/1992 

Certain information was provided by personal 
communication . 

Arrangements for monitoring and review 

8. Field officers and Local Authorities will ensure 
the proposals are enforced. A review in early 1995 
will inform negotiation of any amendment to the 
existing requirements in the Directive which must 
be reviewed by 1996. 

Alternative approaches 

9. On the whole, the minimum requirements of the EC 
directive are being fulfilled. Double tagging 
is not specifically required by the Directive, 

but it is very useful as a bovine is less likely to 
lose it's unique identity. It also aids fraud 
control, and is in response to a firm request by 
the industry to help with record keeping. The 
alternative, having a single ear tag, causes 
difficulties with identification, for farmer and 
administrator, if the tag falls out. 
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ANNEX 



Underlying assumptions (sections 4 and 5) 



1 . The typical business is based on the figures in 
Appendix 1 Table 3 of "Farm Incomes in the United Kingdom 
1991/2" on page 84, and describes a dairy farm of medium 
size, on average, in the 225 sample farms, 65 hectares. The 
farm has 110 livestock units, half of which will calf in the 
following year. These calves will need two tags. It also 
assumes that replacement tags will be needed for ten percent 
of all the tags on the farm. The farm cash income figure 
comes from the same table, where it is given as £28,800. 
Administrative and labour costs are an ad hoc figure to 
cover a new record book, two hours' work entering the 
records, and two hours extra work tagging in the first year. 

2 . Recurrent costs assume half the total number of 
livestock have calves each year, and that two ear tags are 
needed for each, also with a 1 0% loss rate meaning a similar 
number of replacement tags. Again the administrative figure 
is a rough estimate, 90 percent of the initial 
administrative costs. 

3 . Total business compliance costs were calculated as 
follows. The total number of cattle and calves (taken from 
Agriculture in the United Kingdom 1992) was multiplied by 
the cost of a tag, because c.50% are assumed to produce 
calves, who will need two tags. Ten percent of this figure 
was added to include Replacement tags. This figure does not 
include the cost of ear tags for sheep, goats or pigs bound 
for export. 

4. The sum for Administration is simply the nominal 
sum mentioned for a typical business (from paragraph 1 
above) multiplied by the number of affected businesses. 
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Seghers Hybrid UK Ltd. 

Grosvenor Mansions 

Queen Street 

Deal 

Kent 



Dr A D McEwan 
Deosan Ltd 

Weston Favell Centre 

Northampton 

NW3 4PD 



Animal Breeding Co Ltd 
Hampton Green Farm 
Hope Under Dinmore 
Leominster 

Herefordshire HRS OPL 



Assoc, of British Meat Processors 
217 Central Markets 
London 
EC1 A 9LH 



Association of District Councils 
26 Chapter Street 
London 
SW1P 4ND 



Assoc, of Metropolitan Authorities 
35 Great Smith Street 
London 
SW1P 3BJ 



Assoc. of Show & Agricultural Orgns 

The Showground 

Windthorpe 

Newark 

Notts NG24 2 NY 



British Angora Goats 

Three Counties Agricultural Soc. 

The Showground 

Malvern 

Worcs . WR1 3 6NW 



Associated AI Centres 

Dartington Cattle Breeding Centre 

Dartington 

Totnes 

Devon TQ9 6DX 



Animal Health Trust 
Lanwades Hall 
Kennett 
Newmarket 
Suffolk CB8 7PN 



Associated AI Centres 

c/o Hampshire Cattle Breeders Soc. 

Beecham Lane 

Lyndhurst 

Hants S04 7NN 



Association of County Councils 
66a Eaton Square 
London 
SW1 9BH 



Association of Livestock Exporters 
c/o Stanford Livestock Int. 

Ridge House 
Chilmark, Salisbury 
Wilts . 



Assoc, of Port Health Authorities 
Dutton House 
46 Church Street 
Runcorn 

Cheshire WA7 ILL 



British Meat Manufacturers Assoc. 
19 Cornwall Terrace 
London 
NW1 4QP 



British Goat Society 
Southside Cottage 
Brookhill 
Albury 

Guildford GU5 3DJ 
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British Veterinary Association 
7 Mansfield Street 
London 
W1M OAT 



Circus Society 
1 3 Vectis Road 
London 
SW17 9RF 



Fed. of Fresh Meat Wholesalers 
227 Central Markets 
London 
EC1 A 9LH 



Consumers in the European 
Community Group (UK) 

24 Tufton Street 

London 

SW1P 3RB 



Goat Producers Association 

9 Pitts Lane 

Early 

Reading 

RG6 1 BX 



Institute of Animal Technology 

5 South Parade 

Somertown 

Oxford 

0X2 7JL 



British Wild Boar Association 
Gravel Pit Farm 
30 Fen Road 
Milton 

Cambridge CB4 4AD 



Compassion in World Farming 

20 Lavant Street 

Petersf ield 

Hants 

GU32 3EW 



Consumers Association 
2 Marylebone Road 
London 
NW1 



Country Landowners Association 
1 6 Belgrave Square 
London 
SW1X 8PQ 



Goat Veterinary Society 
The Limes 
Chalk Street 
Rettendon Common 
Chelmsford CM3 SPA 



Licensed Animal Slaughter 
and Salvage Association 
28 Blenheim Gardens 
Kingston-upon- Thames 
KT2 7BW 



Rachel Sowray 
Food from Britain 
301-344 Market Towers 
New Covent Garden Market 
London SW8 5NQ 



London Boroughs Association 
College House 
Great Peter Street 
London SW1P 3LN 



LACOTS 
PO Box 6 

1 A Robert Street 

Croydon 

CR9 1LG 



Masterbreeders Ltd 
HSTRO Buildings 
Shire Lane 
Hastoe 

Tring HP 2 3 6PJ 
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Meat and Livestock Commission 

PO Box 44 

Winterhill House 

Snowdon Drive 

Milton Keynes MK6 1AX 



National Cattle Breeders Assoc. 
South Devon Herd Book Society 
24 Courtney Park 
Newton Abbot 
Devon TQ12 2HB 



National Federation of City Farms 

AMF House 

93 Whitby Road 

Brislington 

Bristol BS4 3QF 



National Federation of 
Zoological Gardens 
Regent's Park 
London 
NW1 4RY 



National Sheep Association 

The Sheep Centre 

Malvern 

Worcestershire 
WR13 6PH 



Pig Genetics 
Pig AI Centre 
Skipton Old Airfield 
Sandhutton, Thirsk 
North Yorkshire Y07 4EG 



Premier Breeders International 
Vallum Farm 
Military Road 
Stamf ordham 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne NE1 8 OLL 



Milk Marketing Board 
Thames Ditton 
Surrey 
KT7 OEL 



National Farmers Union 
22 Long Acre 
London 
WC2E 9LY 



National Federation of Meat 
Traders 
1 Belgrove 

Royal Tunbridge Wells 
Kent TNI 1YW 



British Pig Association 
7 Rickmansworth Road 
Watford 
WD1 7 HE 



Norfolk Pig Breeding Company 

High House 

Little Melton 

Norwich 

NR9 3PE 



Pig Improvement Company 

Fyfield Wick 

Abingdon 

Oxon 



Road Haulage Association 
Roadway House 
35 Monument Hill 
Weybridge 
Surrey KT1 3 8RN 



Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons 
32 Belgrave Square 
London 
SW1X 8QP 



Farm Animals Department 
RSPCA 

The Causeway 
Horsham 

West Sussex RH1 2 1HG 
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Select Sires 
3 Falconer Court 
Melbourne 
Royston 
Herts SG8 6AP 



United Kingdom Agricultural 
Supply Trade Association 
3 Whitehall Court 
London SW1A 2EQ 



Universities Federation for 
Animal Welfare 
8 Hamilton Close 
Potters Bar 
Herts EN6 3QD 



Master Breeders AI Centre 

Mill Farm 

Melbourn 

Royston 

Cambs SG8 6EZ 



Messrs Alfred Cox (Surgical Ltd) 

Edward Road 

Coulsdon 

Surrey 

CR5 2XA 



Shamrock Farms GB Ltd 
Victoria Drive 
Small Dole 
Henf ield 
Sussex BN5 9XE 



United Kingdom Renderers Assoc . 

60 Claremont Road 

Surbiton 

Surrey 



Meat and Livestock Commission 
Pig Breeding Centre 
Leeds Road 

Thorpe Willoughby, Selby 
North Yorkshire Y08 9HL 



Ketchum Manufacturing 
Walton-on- the-Hill 
Tadworth 
Surrey 



Messrs Dalton Supplies Ltd 

Nettlebed 

Henley-on-Thames 

Oxon 

RG9 SAB 



Fearing International Ltd 

Creaton Road 

Brixworth 

Northampton NN6 9ND 



Stock Shop 

Clyst 

Honiton 

Exeter 

Devon 



Chevmet Wholesale 

Station Road 

Caine 

Wiltshire 

SN1 1 OJS 



Arnolds Veterinary Products 
Macarthy Medical Ltd 
Selinas Road 
Dagenham 
Essex RM8 1 QD 



"Markrite" 

Mr K J Mason 
6 Roydon Close 
Launceston 
Cornwall PL 15 8QL 



Messrs Ritchey Tagg 
High Burton 
Masham 
Ripon 

Yorkshire HG4 4ES 
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Shearwell Shepherding Services Ltd 
Putnam Farm 
Wheddon Cross 
Minehead 

Somerset TA24 7 AS 



International Meat Trade Assoc. 
217 Central Market 
London 
EC1 A 9LH 



The Association of British 
Livestock Auctioneers 
Surveyor Court 
Westwood Way 
Coventry CV4 8JE 



Royal Association of British 
Dairy Farmers 
55 Sleaford Street 
London SW8 



British Leather Confederation 
Leather Trade House 
Kings Park Road 
Moulton Park 
Northampton NN3 1 JD 



National Animal Health Panel 
Shropshire CC Trading Standards 
The Limes 
Belle Vue Road 
Shrewsbury SY3 7LQ 



Cornwall Quality Lamb Producers Ltd 

Trendeal Vean 

Laddock 

Truro 

Cornwall 



Mr James K Kirkwood, SVO 
Institute of Zoology 
The Zoological Society of London 
Regents Park 
London NW1 4RY 



Gate AG Ltd 
Prospect House 
Scagglethorpe 
Malton 

North Yorks Y01 7 8DY 



National Assoc, of British 
Market Authorities 
1 9 Derwent Avenue 
Milnrow, Rochdale 
Lancs. 0L1 6 3UD 



Royal Veterinary College 
Royal College Street 
London NW1 OTU 



Trading Standards Office 

Room 173, Block 3 

Government Buildings 

Burghill Road, Westburry on Trym 

Bristol BS1 0 6WJ 



Animal Data Centre 
Westside, Newton 
Stocksf ield 
Northumberland 
NE43 7TW 



Animal Health Distributors Assoc. 
41 Barrack Square 
Martlesham Heath 
Ipswich 

Suffolk IP5 7RF 



Mr John Morris 

British Retail Consortium 

Bedford House 

69/79 Fulham High Street 

London SW6 3 JW 



Director: Breeding 
Genus ~' 

Westmere Drive 
Crewe CW1 1 ZD 
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Symtag 

4 Charlestone Road 
Burnham- on- Sea 
Somerset 
TA8 2AP 



Generics Technologies Ltd 

Kings Court 

Kirkwood Rd 

Cambridge 

CB4 2PF 



Melanie Peters 
Cleveland C.C. 

PO Box 77, Gierney House 
Gierney Street, Middlesborough 
TS1 1 JJ 



Mr G. Thomas 
Genetic Services 
PO Box 94 
York Y06 3YX 



UPB Porcofram 
Maitland Road 
Lion Barn Business Park 
Needham Market, Ipswich 
Suffolk IP6 8NW 



Devro Ltd 
Moodiesbrun 
Chryston 
Glasgow 
G69 OJE 



H A Woodall 

George Woodall and Sons Ltd 
35-37 Market Place 
Mai ton 

North Yorks. Y01 7 OLP 



Equestrian Security Services 
17 St John's Road 
Farnham 
Surrey GU9 8NU 



Edward Holt Manufacturers 
The Forge 
75 Sussex Road 
South Croydon 
Surrey CR2 7DB 



Archclub Limited 
Rose Cottage 
Castle Lane, Shustone 
Coleshill 

Birmingham B40 2RE 



Mr M Friel 
Virbac Ltd 

Cambridge Innovations Centre 
Cambridge Science Park 
Milton Road, Cambridge CB4 4GF 



Mr Ben Osborne 
Triad Special Systems Ltd 
Weyside Park 
Catteshall Lane 
Godaiming, Surrey GU7 1XE 



Carol Fisher 
Cotswold Pig 
Rothwell 
Lincoln 
LN7 6BJ 



Development Co. 



Ltd 



Genus Animal Health 
Veterinary Laboratory 
Cleeve House 
Lower Wick 
Worcester WR2 4NS 



ADAS HQ 

Oxford Spires Business Park 
The Boulevard 
Kidlington 
Oxford 0X5 1 NZ 



Colin Rushmere 
Wallace Clark Services Ltd 
Uni farm Place 
Hinderclay 

Diss, Norfolk IP22 1 HN 
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\ J A & p E Wright 
Brettenham Manor 
Thetford 
Norfolk 
IP24 2RP 



Mr J L Dowson 
Battle Hill 
Lartington 
Barnard Castle 
Co Durham DL12 9DL 



Louis Demetrio 

Office Products & Stationery Assoc. 
6 Wimpole Street 
London W1M 8AS 



John Arnold 

British Industry Printing Fed. 
1 1 Bedford Row 
London WC1R 4DX 



Warwickshire Quality Calves Ltd 
Bearley Mill, Bearley 
Stratford-upon-Avon 
Warwickshire 
CV37 OSA 



Mr K Twigg 
Cox Surgical 

1 Greencroft Industrial Park 
Stanley 

Co. Durham DH9 7YA 
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